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* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attach ment(s) 

1) ^| Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-41 3) 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

3) Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO/SB/08) 5 ) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application 
Paper No(s)/Mail Date 20060612 . 6) □ Other: . 



PTOL-T26 d (Rev e 08-06r 



Office Action Summary 



Part of Paper No./Mail Date 20080808 



Application/Control Number: 10/582,606 
Art Unit: 2854 



Page 2 



DETAILED ACTION 

Election/Restrictions 

1 . Applicant's election with traverse of claims 98, 110, and 1 1 1 in the reply filed on 
04 June 2008 is acknowledged. The traversal is on the ground(s) that the reference(s) 
relied upon by the examiner as evidence of a posteriori lack of unity were based upon a 
search of the prior art with respect to claims that have since been amended, and 
therefore the relied upon references are no longer a posteriori evidence of a lack of 
unity. This argument is persuasive, but moot, in light of the prior art identified by the 
examiner. As discussed below, Holm, US 2002/0189470 A1 and Stork, EP 182 156 B1, 
are "Y" references that, when combined, show that the subject matter of claim 98 lacks 
an inventive step, and therefore the subject matter of claim 98 fails to contain a special 
technical feature that defines the claimed subject matter over the prior art. 

The requirement is still deemed proper and is therefore made FINAL. 

Priority 

2. Receipt is acknowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 119(a)-(d), which 
papers have been placed of record in the file. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought 
to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious 
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at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject 
matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

5. Claims 98, 110, and 111 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Holm, WO 2001/39977 A1 (hereinafter Holm; references are to the 
US equivalent, 6,920,824 B2) in view of Stork, EP 0 182 156 B1 (hereinafter Stork; see 
attached machine translation from the esp@cenet web site). 

a. Regarding claim 98: 

Holm teaches a printing group of a printing press not having a dampening unit, 
said printing group comprising: a plate cylinder (03, Fig. 10); at least first and second 
waterless planographic printing plates arranged in a circumferential direction of said 
plate cylinder (see two plates 1 1 on cylinder 03, Fig. 10); a transfer cylinder cooperating 
with said plate cylinder (02, Fig. 10); a printing blanket on a circumferential surface of 
said transfer cylinder (09, Fig. 10); a printing blanket end receiving opening on said 
circumferential surface of said transfer cylinder, said opening being located opposite a 
first set of ends of said first and second printing plates (open end of blanket at groove 
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14 is opposite groove 13, Fig. 10); and a metal support plate supporting said printing 
blanket (metal support layer 21, Fig. 8). 

Holm does not teach a depression in said printing blanket, said depression being 
located opposite a second set of ends of said first and second printing plates. 

Stork teaches a printing machine having a plate cylinder (2, Fig. 1) with a plate 
mounted thereon (4, Fig. 1), and a blanket cylinder (1, Fig. 1) with a blanket mounted 
thereon (6, Fig. 1), wherein a groove containing ends of the printing plate are opposite a 
groove (7, Fig. 1) in the blanket cylinder, and a depression (9d, Fig. 5) in the blanket 
cylinder. This groove allows tension between the plate and blanket cylinders to be 
relieved when the gaps in the plate and blanket cylinder are opposite each other. 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify Holm to include depressions in the blanket cylinder 
opposite a second set of ends of said first and second printing plates, because Stork 
teaches that depressions in the blanket cylinder are advantageous for relieving stress, 
and one having ordinary skill in the art could combine the known prior art elements to 
create an apparatus that predictably relieves stress by placing a groove in the blanket 
cylinder opposite the second ends of the printing plates. 

b. Regarding claim 110, the combination of Holm and Stork teaches the printing 
group of claim 98 as discussed in the rejection of claim 98 above. The combination of 
Holm and Stork also teaches a coating of said printing blanket and wherein said 
depression is a groove formed in said coating (Stark: the impression 9d is in the outer 
surface of the blanket, Fig. 5). 
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c. Regarding claim 110: 

The combination of Holm and Stork teaches the printing group of claim 98 as 
discussed in the rejection of claim 98 above. 

The combination of Holm and Stork is silent as to the depth of the depression. 

One having ordinary skill in the art would recognize that the depth of the 
depression must be sufficiently deep to provide a suitable relieving of the contact stress 
of the two cylinders. 

It has been held that mere changes in size are not sufficient to patentably 
distinguish an invention over the prior art. See MPEP § 2144.04 (IV)(A). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify Holm wherein a depth of said groove is between 5% 
and 10% of a thickness of said coating, because one having ordinary skill in the art 
would be motivated to make the depth of the groove sufficient to relieve the stress 
between the cylinders, and one having ordinary skill in the art could easily determine 
that a depth of 5% to 10% would be sufficient to relieve the stress. 

Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Leo T. Hinze whose telephone number is 571 .272.2864. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8-5. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Judy Nguyen can be reached on 571.272.2258. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Anthony H Nguyen/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2854 

Leo T. Hinze 
Patent Examiner 
AU 2854 
08 August 2008 



